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1. The USSR is unlikely to accept such a proposal, taut the US record of 
willingness to aeke such an agreement would faring favorable world reactions. 


2. It is easier to prev en t anaussnt of space than to get agreanent to 
subsequent disareaeent after the ares race had been extended to cuter space. 
An agreanent along the lines proposed by the US could neks a positive con- 
tribution to the national security in tint it would lend Impetus to the __ 
whole disarm— nt field, and would help curb the arae race in an area of h TP 
potential uilltary significance end reduce the threat of technological / 1 I 
surprls^in an area where the Soviet Union, fay virtue of its greater 
payload c ppi olll tlas, enjoys present advantage; ■ 
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3. Since the US has coeuitted Itself to smart ntng such a proposal, reversal 
of our position would raise doubts as to the sincerity of US public statements 
and disauranuent positions, and perhaps adversely affect other political Interest 
as well. 



A» If we do not take the initiative in a form, place, and at an early tiae 
of our own choosing, the Soviets or sene other country any advance a proposal 
1 including a ban on reconnaissance, perhaps in the UH General A sse m b ly. This 
Would be di s ti nc tly di sa dv an tageous in teams of the support we could rally 
to our position. 


5. Reconnaissance vehicles would not be Included In the ban, and such further 
compromise of secrecy of our reconnaissance program as sight result from Soviet 
clalww that inspection for nuclear weapons revealed presumptive evidence of 
reconnaissance would be largely offset by their very acceptance of an agree- 
ment which did £Q& ban reconnaissance. 

6. The Soviet dlsarasnent proposal itself provides for a ban on weapons in 
orbit and does not include a ban on reconnaissance. Consequently, we are on 
good ground far opposing Soviet arguments for adding reconnaissance and for 
countering their efforts to piece on us the blase for failure to reach an 
acres — nt , if that should be their tactic. 

7. Agree ment on such a measure would create a political context in which 
Soviet hostile countermeasures would be sore politically costly to th— , 
oven though advance notification might assist hostile countermeasures. 
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1* The USSR would use the occasion of debate on each a ban to attack 
reeoanalmanee satellites, and il^it try to failure of agreement 

on US refusal to Include a ban on reconnaissance. 

2. The Soviets might decide it was important wwi£h to to stop 
our re c o nnaissa n c e program actually to agree to an inspected ban on 
weapons pine reconnaissance uses of outer apace. In such a case, if 
the US refused to agree we would be virtually alone in defending our 
stand} If w agreed, we wesxld give up the wh ole kay reconnaissance 
satellite prog ra m. 

3. If the USSR agreed to cur proposal for a ban on unclear weapons 
in orbit, e xc ludin g rec on n aiss a nce , they would learn much about our 
rec o n n a iss a n ce operations (even though the degree of Inspection would 
not provide details such as the resolution of the photography), 
would ha aided in physical active and passive countermeasures by 
advance notification of launchings. 
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